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DETAILED ACTION 

This application has been reviewed. Claims 1-29 are pending. The rejection(s) 
are as follows. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 1 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 1 1 states, "The 
apparatus of claim 10, wherein a plurality of the modules may simultaneously operate 
on the loan application". Claim 10 already states, "the plurality of modules may 
simultaneously operate on the loan application" in lines 11-12." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
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directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1,2, 8-13, 18 and 21-29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Freeman et al. (US 2002/0059137), hereafter referred to as Freeman. 

5. Claims 1 , 10, 1 1 and 21 discusses a computer-implemented method and 
apparatus for managing mortgage broker workflow, comprising: receiving a loan 
application; generating an indication of at least one document required to approve the 
loan application; electronically receiving the at least one document; storing the at least 
one document; providing access to the at least one documents; electronically 
underwriting the at least one document; and in response to electronically underwriting 
the at least one document, electronically approving the loan application. 

6. Freeman discloses: receiving a loan application in paragraph 46; indicating at 
least one document is required in paragraphs 7 and 47; electronically receiving at least 
one document in paragraph 48; storing at least one document in paragraphs 38 and 47; 
providing access to at least one document in paragraphs 33-34; electronically 
underwriting at least one document in paragraph 40; and, electronically approving a 
loan application in paragraph 60. 
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7. Claims 2 and 28 discuss the method of claims 1 and 21 , further comprising: 
generating an indication of a second document required to approve the loan application; 
and at least beginning the operation of electronically underwriting the at least one 
document prior to receiving the second document. See the rejection of claims 1 and 21 
above. Freeman discloses: the use of several documents in paragraph 40; and, 
conditional approval in paragraph 9. 

8. Claim 8 discusses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the operation of." in 
response to generating an indication of at least one document required to approve the 
loan application, automatically requesting the at least one document. See the rejection 
of claim 1 above. Freeman discloses automatically requesting at least one document in 
paragraph 40. 

9. Claim 9 discusses the method of claim 8, wherein the operation of electronically 
underwriting the at least one document comprises: in response to storing the at least 
one document, automatically initially underwriting the at least one document to generate 
an initially underwritten document. See the rejection of claim 8 above. Freeman 
discldses conditional approval in paragraph 9. 

10. Claims 12 and 29 discuss the apparatus of claims 10 and 28, wherein the 
document administration module electronically receives and stores the document. See 
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the rejection of claims 10 and 28 above. Freeman discloses storing documents in 
paragraphs 18 and 38. 

11. Claim 13 discusses the apparatus of claim 12, wherein the administration module 
creates at least one document administrative rule applying to the document. See the 
rejection of claim 12 above. Freeman discloses administrative rules for documents in 
paragraphs 63 and 74. 

12. Claim 18 discusses the apparatus of claim 10, wherein: the plurality of modules 
further comprises a quality control module operable on the document; and the quality 
control module must approve the loan application prior to a final approval of the loan 
application. See the rejection of claim 10 above. Freeman discloses: a plurality of 
modules for quality in paragraph 24; and, importing text and checking for errors before 
final approval in paragraph 54. 

13. Claim 19 discusses the apparatus of claim 15, wherein: the plurality of modules 
further comprises a processor module operable on the document; the at least one 
administrative rule is a document approval criterion; the processor module may satisfy 
the document approval criterion, thereby approving the document. See the rejection of 
claim 15 above. Freeman discloses processing documents in the Abstract and 
paragraph 13; document approval criteria in paragraphs 63 and 74; and, approving the 
document in paragraph 38. 
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14. Claim 20 discusses the apparatus of claim 19, further comprising a scoreboard 
displaying a loan datum for each loan initiated within a given timeframe, the loan datum 
generated by one of the plurality of modules. See the rejection of claim 19 above. 
Freeman discloses the display of loan information for each loan in figures 4A & 4B and 
paragraph 43. 

1 5. Claim 22 discusses the method of claim 21 , wherein the step of dispositioning 
the loan application comprises approving the loan application. See the rejection of 
claim 21 . Freeman discloses approving a loan in paragraph 58, 63 and 74. 

16. Claim 23 discusses the method of claim 21 , wherein the step of dispositioning 
the loan application comprises declining the loan application. See the rejection of claim 
21 above. Freeman discloses declining a loan in paragraph 58, 63 and 74. 

17. Claim 24 discusses the method of claim 21 , wherein the step of communicating 
the receipt of the document to a plurality of modules comprises: storing the document in 
a folder; and in response to storing the document in a folder, updating at least one 
status entry in at least one table. See the rejection of claim 21 above. Freeman 
discloses storing a document in an electronic folder in paragraph 76; and, showing an 
'internal underwriting status' in figure 4B. 
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1 8. Claim 25 discusses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one table may 
be accessed by the plurality of modules. See the rejection of claim 24 above. 
Freeman discloses numerous lenders accessing the modules in paragraph 5. 

1 9. Claims 26 and 27 discusses the method of claim 24, further comprising the 
operations of: operating on the loan application with a first of the plurality of modules; 
and operating on the loan application with a second of the plurality of modules; wherein 
the first and second modules operate simultaneously on the loan application; and the 
first module is an underwriter module and the second module is a loan officer module. 
See the rejection of claim 24 above. Freeman discloses a first and second plurality of 
modules operating simultaneously in figures 4A & 4B. See also the rejection of claim 1 
above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

21 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

22. Claims 3-7 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freeman in view of Williams et al. (US 6,988,082), hereafter referred to as 
Williams. 

23. Claims 3 and 14 discuss the method and apparatus of claims 2 and 1 1 , further 
comprising the operation of: in response to electronically approving the loan application, 
electronically submitting the loan application to an investor. See the rejection(s) of 
claims 2 and 1 1 above. Freeman discloses the information in claims 2 and 11. 
Freeman does not disclose the act of submitting the loan application to an investor after 
approval. Williams teaches the act of submitting the loan application to an investor after 
approval in column 7 (lines 44-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Freeman to 
include the act of selling the loan to an investor because, ash shown in Williams column 
1 (lines 53-65), "there exists a need for new systems and methods to make the process 
of buying a home quicker, easier and less costly. Particularly, a need in the industry 
exists for a loan platform that would enable non-traditional players to originate loan 
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without having to build the prerequisite infrastructure... and reduce the costs and 
uncertainty associated with managing credit risk." 

24. Claim 4 discusses the method of claim 3, further comprising the operation of 
automatically recognizing a category for the at least one document. See the rejection(s) 
of claim 3 above. Freeman discloses the act of automatically recognizing a category for 
at least one document in figure 1 and paragraph 38. 

25. Claim 5 discusses the method of claim 3, wherein the operation of electronically 
underwriting the at least one document comprises: determining at least one 
administrative rule for the at least one document; and satisfying the at least one 
administrative rule. See the rejection(s) of claim 3 above. Freeman discloses 
administrative rules for documents in paragraphs 63 and 74. 

26. Claim 6 discusses the method of claim 5, wherein the operation of determining at 
least one administrative rule for the at least one document comprises: determining an 
approval category for the loan application; and in response to determining an approval 
category for the loan application, choosing an administrative rule for the at least one 
document corresponding to the approval category. See the rejection(s) of claim 5 
above. Freeman discloses: determining an approval category in paragraph 58; and, 
choosing a rule for at least one document corresponding to the approval category in 
paragraphs 63 and 74. 
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27. Claims 7 and 15 discusses the method and apparatus of claims 5 and 14, 
wherein the operation of determining at least one administrative rule for the at least one 
document comprises determining an administrative rule for the at least one document 
corresponding to the investor. See the rejection(s) of claim 5 above. Freeman 
discloses determining at least one administrative rule (spot price) corresponding to an 
investor in column 4 (lines 31-46). 

28. Claim 16 discusses the apparatus of claim 15, wherein the at least one investor 
administrative rule is a sub-setting of a loan approval category. See the rejection(s) of 
claim 15 above. Freeman discloses loan approval categories in paragraph 58. 

29. Claim 17 discusses the apparatus of claim 16, wherein: a plurality of documents 
are associated with the loan approval category; and the sub-setting is associated with at 
least a portion of the plurality of documents, but not an entirety of the plurality of 
documents. See the rejection(s) of claim 16 above. Freeman discloses conditional 
approval in paragraph 9. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Muriel Tinkler whose telephone number is (571)272- 
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7976. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30 AM 
until 4 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571)272-6771 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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July 20, 2007 




HANI M. KAZIMI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



